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Claims 1-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

In claim 1 , there is mo antecedent basis for "the opened delegate reply 
message". Line 4 of claim 14 has similar defect. 

The term "substantially the same" in claim 2 is vague and indefinite. Line 3 of 
claims 14 and 16 have similar defect. Further with respect to claim 2, there is no 
antecedent basis for "message identifier". 

In claim 3, it is not clear what kind of readable medium it is referring to. 
Applicants are suggested to insert "storage" before "medium". Claim 15 has similar 
defect. Further with respect to claim 3, the claim combination only delete the related 
delegate reply message and not the delegate message as call for in the preamble. It is 
not clear what a "related delegate reply message is". 

With respect to the independent claims 4-14, it is not clear how the steps in the 
dependent claims are functionally related to the steps of their parent claim and in what 
order with respect to the parent claim those steps are executed. The independent 
claims should refer to the particular step in parent claim if the dependent claim further 
limits the particular step. For example, the first step in dependent claim 4 should refer to 
the first step in parent claim 3 because the step of claim 4 further limits the step of claim 
3. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ayyadurai (USP 6,668,281). 

See at least the abstract and lines 7-1 1 of column 2 in Ayyadurai. Ayyadurai 
teaches a system capable of sending and receiving emails including auto-reply mails. 
The system also is capable of auto-deleting any received emails including auto-reply 
emails. From the teaching of Ayyadurai, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to have the received auto-reply mails automatically deleted if the 
received amount is large such that the recipient does not have to delete them. 

Claims 2-14 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Ayyadurai (USP 6,668,281) in view of Hall (USP 6,915,334). 

As to claims 2-7, 10-14 and 16, Ayyadurai teaches claim combination set forth 
above. Ayyadurai does not teach deleting emails if the emails have the same message 
identifier. See lines 1-2 of column 2 in Hall. Hall teaches an email system that is capable 
of deleting emails received more than once. It would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to delete email messages received more than once so that the 
mails are unique and not redundant. Note also that emails of the same copy have the 
same message identifier. 

As to claims 8-9, message identifier such as user ID, IP addresses, timestamp, 
date or terminal ID are inherently included in an email. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to DAVID Y. ENG whose telephone number is 571-272-3984. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F from 8AM to 3PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, SALEH NAJJAR, can be reached on 571-272-4006. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




